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DETAILED ACTION 



Receipt is acknowledged of the IDS received on 8 March 2004. 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 



The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another 
filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an 
application for patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, 
except that an international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects 
for purposes of this subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application 
designated the United States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

2. Claims 9-1 1 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Ban. 
Ban teaches roaming profiles (paragraph [0003]) where an external storage device stores 
personalized computing device setting information (profiles) including one or more of 
background settings, color preferences, icons, location of icons, audio settings, device 
printing preferences and a list of applications, and retrieving the setting information and 
implementing it on the computing device (when a user logs in with the profile on the 
network) (paragraph [0002]-[0003]). Re claim 10, a removable storage device is taught 
(see claim 1). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC §103 
The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 



(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art 
are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 
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person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be 
negatived by the manner in which the invention was made. 



This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the 
various claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were 
made absent any evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 
37 CFR 1.56 to point out the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not 
commonly owned at the time a later invention was made in order for the examiner to 
consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) 
prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

3. Claims 1, 2, 4, 6, 14, 17, 18, and 23-24 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as 
being unpatentable over Fisher et al. (US 2004/0095382). 

Re claim 1, Fisher et al. teaches connecting a computing device to an external 
storage device on which is stored session information (FIG. 1). Fisher et al. teaches the 
session information includes the users files and applications (FIG. 1). Fisher et al. teaches 
a hibernation function (paragraph [0027]) where open files are stored on the device. 
Fisher et al. teaches applications 1 12 (expected) stored on the device. Though it is 
possible the applications were previously used, Fisher et al. is silent to their previous use. 
However, at the time the invention was made, it would have been well within the 
ordinary skill in the art to include applications that are previously used, in order to allow 
the user access to programs even if they are not installed on the host computer. Fisher et 
al. teaches retrieving the session information and enabling the computing device to open 
one of the files upon initiation of a user session, as discussed above re hibernation (and 
abstract). Though Fisher et al. is silent to a list of files remaining opened, Fisher et al. 
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teaches displaying opened files through the hibernation function. Accordingly, it would 
have been obvious that the session information include a list of opened files so that the 
hibernation function will know what files to open on the next session. 

Re claim 2, Fisher et al. teaches storing the session information (paragraph 
[0026]). Though Fisher et al. teaches the use of a button, and is silent to performing the 
save at the end of a user session, it is obvious that such a save could be performed at the 
end of the session, at the discretion of the user. For example, it is well known to save the 
most recent preferences/changes, and these can indeed occur at the end of a session, as is 
obvious in the art, and discussed above re the hibernation function, and further by Ban 
(Block 26) (US 2004/0073787) and The Wall Street Journal on-line (see below). 
Further, the Examiner notes it is well known and conventional to save files upon 
completion of a program or exiting of a program, as is well known in the art, in order to 
save the most recent versions of information. 

Re claim 4, the storage device is remote (FIG. 1 and abstract). 

Re claim 6, Fisher et al. teaches the limitations (paragraph [0023] and [0039]). 

Re claim 14, the limitations have been discussed above re claims 1 and 6. 

Re claim 17, it has been discussed above that the files are loaded at the beginning 
of a session (upon connection of the external storage device). 

Re claim 18, the limitations have been discussed above re claim 2. 

Re claims 23-24, Fisher et al. teaches software or physical buttons to save 
interfaces (paragraph [0026]). It is well within the skill in the art to press the buttons to 
save at intervals. Further, the Examiner notes that it is well known and conventional in 
the art for automated save functions to be present in software/hardware, where data is 
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saved automatically to a temporary storage (interpreted as cache) for protection of data 
against abnormalities, for example. Accordingly, it would have been obvious to 
implement an auto-save feature in order to protect the most recent changes to data, as is 
well known and conventional in the art. 

4. Claims 3, 7, 8, 15, and 16 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fisher et al., further in view of The Wall Street Journal on-line (as 
cited by the applicant), hereinafter WSJ. 

The teachings of Fisher et al. have been discussed above. Fisher et al. teaches 
storing the files on the storage device but is silent to deleting them from the computing 
device. However, it is obvious to do so to remove the users customized interface and 
other information specific to the users setting. 

Re claims 3 and 16, WSJ teaches the files are stored only on the external storage 
device, and the files are not accessible on the computing device. Re claims 7 and 15, it 
has been discussed above to delete the files from the computing device as they are 
removed from access when the storage device is logged off (re claim 2). Fisher et al. 
teaches storing the settings of the computing device prior to or upon initiation of a use 
session and then restoring the settings at the end of a use session to the prior settings 
(paragraph [0041]). This is interpreted to include restoring the settings to the prior 
settings. It is obvious to store the settings prior to/during initiation of a session, so that 
the settings are stored on the device for the next session. Further, as taught above re 
claim 2, Fisher et al. teaches pressing a button to initiate saving. It is well within the skill 
in the art to save at the beginning (and again at the end, for example) to ensure that 
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settings are saved by not waiting until the end of a Re claim 8, the limitations have been 
discussed above re claim 2. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to an artisan of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Fisher et al. with those of WSJ. 

One would have been motivated to do this in order to remove traces of the 
previous user, for security/privacy as is well known and conventional in the art. 
5. Claims 5, 19-22, and 25-26 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being 
unpatentable over Fisher et al., further in view of Ban (US 2004/0073787). 

The teachings of Fisher et al. have been discussed above. 

Re claim 5, Fisher et al. is silent to a remote computing device on the network. 

Re claim 19, Fisher et al. is silent to marking the files on the network. Re claim 
25, Fisher et al. is silent to authenticating the storage device. 

Re claim 5, Ban teaches the use of roaming profiles (paragraph [0003]) that are 
stored on a remote computing device on a network that are retrieved. The server holding 
the roaming profiles is an example of an external remote storage device on a network. 

Re claims 19-22, the use of roaming profiles has been discussed above. Roaming 
profiles have means for marking the files as checked out/protected since they are 
accessible by only the normal user who has the corresponding profile. However, roaming 
profiles include means for releasing the protected files since network users are able to 
save files to a common drive (shared) or area, when needed, as is known in the art. 
Further, re claim 22, it is understood that the protected files are synchronized with 
corresponding files on the network/computing device since user profiles specific files are 
able to be run with applications and files on a workstation, which is interpreted as being 
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in synch with corresponding files. Alternatively, it is well known to select files to be 
stored on the external storage device (see WSJ). Re claims 25-26, the Examiner notes 
that it is well known and conventional in the art to verify the authenticity of a 
card/storage device by processing a file on the device. For example, authentication 
techniques such as keys, dongles, codes, passwords, etc. are well know and conventional 
means of authenticating such devices connected to a computing device. Specifically, Ban 
et al. teaches verifying the certificate of a portable storage medium to configure a 
workspace. This is determined to include authenticating the device by use of a data file 
(certificate file). The Examiner notes US Patent references 5,442,342, 6,336,585, 
6336585, 20030163717, and 20040037145, which teach authentication of a card device, 
as is well known and conventional in the art. Further, it is well known to perform mutual 
authentication ("In order to ensure security between the smart card and the read/write 
unit, a system is used to authenticate both devices and to encrypt the messages 
transmitted between the two. To authenticate the devices, the card and the read/write unit 
have an identical authentication algorithm and secret key embedded in each. The card 
sends a random number to the receiving unit and both process the number with the 
algorithm and secret key. If the read/write unit returns the same number to the card as the 
result the card computed, the read/write unit is authentic. The process is then reversed, to 
determine if the card is authentic (McCrindle 1990, 106)." (_ HYPERLINK 
"http://disc.cba.uh.edu/~rhirsch/fall96/lara.htm" 

^http://disc.cba.uh.edu/~rhirsch/fall96/lara.htm_ 1996). The Examiner notes that the 

general teachings of authenticating a card/memory device inserted into a system are 
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applicable to the present information, since they provided the added benefits of security, 
which is desirable. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to an artisan of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Fisher et al. with Ban et al. 
One would have been motivated to do this in order to effectively have a means to 
customize a user profile when logging onto a computer system, while maintaining the 
security/protection of user specific files as is conventional in the art. Further, as Ban et 
al. teaches using a profile on computer system where the user is known and that updated 
copies are stored on the external storage and the computing device itself (paragraphs 
[0067] and [0068]) it is clearly obvious that files associated with a stored (on the 
computer system) profile have means for being protected and released in order to provide 
security and sharability, as is conventional and well known in the art, while providing 
security, which is essential and a pressing concern in computing at the present time. 
6. Claim 12 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ban et al., 
further in view of WSJ. 

The teachings of Ban et al. have been discussed above. 

The limitations of claim 12 have been discussed above re claim 7. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to an artisan to 
combine the teachings of Ban et al. with those of WSJ. 

One would have been motivated to do this to provide for a means to personalize a 
computing environment while providing added security/privacy by not storing any user 
specific data on the computing device, which would be ideal in instances when a user is 
logging onto a foreign system, as taught by Ban et al. 
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7. Claim 13 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Ban et al., 
as applied to claim 9 above, further in view of Fisher et al. 

The teachings of Ban have been discussed above. 

Ban is silent to when to store changes to the storage device. 

Re claim 13, the limitations have been discussed above, re claim 2. 

At the time the invention was made, it would have been obvious to an artisan of 
ordinary skill in the art to combine the teachings of Ban with those of Fisher et al. 

One would have been motivated to do this in order to have a means to transport 
the personalized look of a computer across multiple computers and update the changes at 
the end of a session, typically when the most recent version of the profile is attained. 
Also, saving at the end of a process/application is well know and conventional in the art 
for ensuring saving of an updated process/data, etc. 



8. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to 
applicant's disclosure: Zancho et al. (US 5,633,484), Shih-Chieh et al. (US 
2004/0103274), Tanaka (US 6.012,143), Yoshimoto et al. (US 2003/0163717), Kung (US 
5,442,342), Takatsuki et al. (US 2003/0075599), Harada et al. (US 6,336,585), Yoshii (JP 
02205906 A), Lara Sterzing, Smart Card Technology and Applications, 
http://disc.cba.uh.edu/-rhirsch/fall96/lara.htm, for DISC 6341 Information Systems, 
September 23, 1996 and Copy Protection, Roger Nichols, 
http://ww.rogernichols.com/EQ/EQ_2001__05.html, 2001 . 



Conclusion 
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9. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Daniel Walsh whose telephone number is (571) 272-2409. 
The examiner can normally be reached between the hours of 7:30am to 4:00pm Monday 
through Friday. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Michael G. Lee can be reached on (571) 272-2398. The fax phone numbers 
for this Group is (703) 308-7722, (703) 308-7724, or (703) 308-7382. 

Communications via Internet e-mail regarding this application, other than those 

under 35 US.C. 132 or which otherwise require a signature, may be used by the applicant 

and should be addressed to [daniel.walsh@uspto.gov]. 

All Internet e-mail communications will be made of record in the application file. 
PTO employees do not engage in Internet communications where there exists a 
possibility that sensitive information could be identified or exchanged unless the 
record includes a properly signed express waiver of the confidentiality 
requirements of 35 U.S.C. 122. This is more clearly set for the in the Interim 
Internet Usage Policy published in the Official Gazette of the Patent and 
Trademark on February 25, 1997 at 1 195 OG 89. 

Any inquiry of a general nature or relating to the status of this application or proceeding 
should be directed to the Group receptionist whose telephone number is (703) 308-0956. 



6/15/04 




